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Introduction
In this report, we examine perceptions and opinions of New 
York State residents regarding a variety of current issues. 
The report highlights 2007 and 2008 survey data from the 
Empire State Poll and the Community & Rural Development 
Institute’s (CaRDI – www.cardi.cornell.edu) rural survey.  In 
particular, we focus on how rural New Yorkers’ perceptions 
and opinions compare to upstate and downstate urban 
respondents’, and to New York State residents’ in general. 
The topics we present cover a wide range of current issues 
facing New York State residents and communities.  
The Empire State Poll, with the corresponding rural 
survey, represents a significant program focal area for 
CaRDI.  CaRDI uses the Empire State Poll and rural surveys 
as a vehicle for supporting Cornell researchers interested in 
conducting research on rural people and communities.  The 
surveys have also become a valuable tool in helping CaRDI 
connect with key stakeholder groups around the state who 
are interested in the policy-relevant issues addressed by the 
survey questions.  CaRDI publishes two monthly publication 
series, the Rural New York Minute, and the Research & Policy 
Brief Series – both of which frequently highlight research 
based on data from the Empire State Poll and rural surveys. 
To view all of CaRDI’s publications, including an electronic 
version of this report, please visit our website and click on 
the “publications” link.
What are the Empire State Poll and Rural 
Surveys?
The Empire State Poll is an annual telephone survey 
conducted by Cornell University’s Survey Research Institute 
(http://sri.cornell.edu) in February of each year.  The survey 
interviews 800 New York State residents, 400 upstate, and 
400 downstate, on a broad range of topics and issues.  In 
addition, CaRDI commissions a similarly constructed 
survey which interviews 300 rural residents of New York 
State.  These 300 interviews, when combined with the 
interviews from the original ESP survey, allow researchers 
to more reliably evaluate responses of rural New Yorkers.
All interviews are conducted using a Computer Assisted 
Telephone Interviewing (CATI) software system. The survey 
sample for the original 800 ESP interviews consists of 
randomly selected households within New York State. The 
sample selection procedures ensure that every household 
within New York State has an equal chance to be included 
in the survey. With 800 respondents, in no more than 
one time in twenty (representing a 95 percent confidence 
interval) should chance variations in the sample cause the 
overall ESP results to vary by more than 3.5 percentage 
points from the answers that would be obtained if all New 
York State residents were interviewed. Furthermore, the 
sampling frame is proportionally split between Upstate 
and Downstate residents, allowing comparisons between 
the overall state and these geographic regions with a one in 
twenty chance of sampling error greater than 4.9 percentage 
points. 
The survey sample for the 300 additional rural interviews 
(the survey commissioned by CaRDI) consists of randomly 
selected households within New York State living in rural 
areas.  Rural areas for the purposes of this sample were 
defined as census tracts with a population density of less 
than 500 persons per square mile. The rural survey has a 
general confidence interval of plus or minus 5.66% (at the 
95% confidence level). 
All observations in the data set have been properly 
weighted to allow us to present general results for the state 
as a whole. 
How is the report organized?
The purpose of this chartbook is to give the reader a 
glimpse into varying perceptions and opinions of New 
Yorkers across the state.  We do not attempt to interpret 
any differences we see between geographical categories, 
nor do we try to explain any trends that may have occurred 
between the two survey years.  We limit our supporting 
text to a brief description of the main findings of each table 
and graph.  Many of our CaRDI publications highlight data 
from the Empire State Poll and rural surveys, and in those 
topic-based publications there is more detailed analysis and 
interpretation of these issues.
For each graph and table we present data in percent 
format.  We provide data for the average New York State 
respondent (1,100 cases in both 2007 and 2008), downstate 
urban respondents (N=394 in 2007, N=396 in 2008), upstate 
urban respondents (N=250 in 2007, N=237 in 2008), and 
rural respondents (N=456 in 2007, N=467 in 2008).  In 
many cases the responses will not up to exactly 100% due to 
rounding error, or the exclusion of response categories such 
as “do not know”, “refused to respond”, etc.  In these cases, 
the percentage of respondents who answered was minimal.
The first section of the report provides the demographics 
of the survey respondents.  The survey questions are fully 
written out at the top of each page.  In addition, the variable 
name from the data set is provided in parentheses following 
the question.   The data we present in this report comes from 
surveys conducted in 2007 and 2008.  In many cases the 
same question was asked in both years and we present data 
for both 2007 and 2008 in separate tables and graphs.  In 
some cases survey questions were only asked in one of the 
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two years, and we present the data for the corresponding 
year.   In some cases the data may be available for both 
2007 and 2008, but the response categories differ slightly, 
so direct comparison is not always possible from one year 
to another.  However, in those cases we do present the data 
for both years so that the reader can get a general sense of 
potential trends.  
In several cases, Cornell researchers submitted “omnibus” 
questions on topics of special interest to their research to 
both the original ESP survey and CaRDI’s rural survey. 
In those cases, we note the researchers’ name(s) and any 
CaRDI publications that might be related to the presented 
data.
For questions or comments regarding this report, please 
contact Robin M. Blakely at the Community & Rural 
Development Institute at rmb18@cornell.edu.
For more information on the Empire State Poll, poll 
objectives, sampling design, etc, please refer to the Survey 
Research Institute’s website at sri.cornell.edu.
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Demographics of Survey Respondents
Question: 
Last week, did you do any work for either pay or profit? Include any job from which you were temporarily “absent” or 
“on layoff.” (employ)
Across all groups, nearly two-thirds of respondents said they were employed in both 2007 and 2008, with small differences 
in 2007 (65 percent downstate urban, 67.2 percent upstate urban and 69.3 percent rural) and slightly larger differences 
in 2008 (61.4 percent downstate urban, 69.1 percent upstate urban and 62.2 percent rural). Rural respondents were more 
likely to be retired than other groups (15.8 percent in 2007 and 19.4 percent in 2008), while downstate urban respondents 
were more likely to be unemployed (22.1 percent in 2007 and 19.9 percent in 2008).
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Figure 1A: Employment status (as of last week), 2007 Table 1A: Employment Status (as of last week), 2007 
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Yes (employed)  66.3% 65.0% 67.2% 69.3%
No (not employed) 19.1 22.1 16.4 11.4
Retired 11.2 9.6 13.6 15.8
Disabled 2.0 1.8 2.0 2.4
Unable to work 1.2 1.3 0.8 0.9
Table 1B: Employment Status (as of last week), 2008 
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Yes (employed)  63.2% 61.4% 69.1% 62.2% 
No (not employed) 16.3 19.9 6.8 15.9
Retired 14.2 11.1 18.6 19.4
Disabled 4.3 5.6 2.5 2.4
Unable to work 1.9 2.0 3.0 0.2
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Figure 1B: Employment status (as of last week), 2008
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Question: 
Which of the following best describes your main job? (by main job we mean the one at which you usually work the 
most hours) (jbtype)
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Figure 2A: Main job type (employed only), 2007 Table 2A: Main Job Type (employed only), 2007  
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Full-time, all year round 79.2% 76.4% 76.8% 79.2%
Part-time, all year round 15.5 14.3 16.7 15.5
Temporary 0.6 1.9 1.2 0.6
Seasonal or part year 2.5 2.3 0.6 2.5
Contract or on call  1.9 4.7 4.8 1.9 
Table 2B: Main Job Type (employed only), 2008  
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Full-time, all year round 72.5% 79.0% 76.1% 81.1%
Part-time, all year round 13.6 13.6 15.3 12.8
Temporary 1.9 2.5 1.8 0.5
Seasonal or part year 1.5 0.8 1.8 2.9
Contract or on call  3.9 4.1 4.9 2.7NY State DownstateUrban
Upstate
Urban
Rural
pe
rc
en
t Seasonal or 
part year
Temporary
Part-time,
all year round
Full-time,
all year round
Contract or
on call
0
20
40
60
80
100
Figure 2B: Main job type (employed only), 2008
Across all groups, most respondents who reported being employed in 2007 and 2008 were working in full-time jobs, with 
only small percentage differences across groups. In 2008, 81.1 percent of rural respondents reported working full-time, as 
did 79 percent of downstate urban and 76.1 percent of upstate urban respondents. Between 12-17 percent of workers said 
they worked part-time jobs, with upstate urban respondents slightly more likely to work part-time (15.3 percent of upstate 
urban respondents in 2008, compared to 13.6 of downstate urban and 12.8 percent of rural workers). Of the other options, 
between 4 and 5 percent of downstate and upstate urban respondents were contract workers on call in both years.
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Question: 
Are you self-employed without employees (i.e. , consultant, freelancer) on your main job? (slfempl)
Question: 
How many hours did you work last week, at all jobs? (hrswork)
Table 3A: Self employed (those who are employed), 2007 
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
No (not self employed) 55.2% 55.1% 55.6% 56.4%
Yes (self employed) 11.1 9.6 11.6 12.7
Do not know 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2
Not employed  33.6 35.0 32.8 30.5 
Table 4A: Hours worked (per week), 2007  
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
1-20 hours  7.5% 7.6% 7.6% 8.1%
21-40 hours 34.4 37.3 30.0 28.1
41 hours or more 24.2 19.8 29.6 33.1
Do not know 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0
Not employed  33.5 34.8 32.8 30.5
Table 4B: Hours worked (per week), 2008  
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0–20 hours  20.0% 13.6% 16.0% 41.3%
20–40 hours 45.7 50.2 43.6 33.3
40–60 hours 26.9 27.2 34.4 20.4
60–80 hours 6.1 7.8 3.7 4.4
81+ hours 1.4 1.2 2.5 0.7
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Figure 3: Self employed (those who are employed), 2007
Rural respondents were more likely to be self-employed in 2007 than respondents in other geographic areas. (12.7 percent, 
compared to 11.6 percent of upstate urban and 9.6 percent of downstate urban respondents, respectively). 
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Figure 4A: Hours worked (per week), 2007
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Figure 4B: Hours worked (per week), 2008
Upstate urban respondents were more likely to work more than 40 hours a week in 2008, with 40.6 percent reporting they 
worked more than 40 hours in 2008, compared to 33.2 percent of downstate urban and 25.5 percent of rural respondents. In 
2007, more rural respondents reported working more than 40 hours, with 33.1 percent of rural respondents, 29.6 percent of 
upstate urban and 19.8 percent of downstate urban. In 2008, downstate urban and upstate urban respondents most commonly 
worked 20-40 hours a week (50.2 percent for downstate urban, 43.6 percent for upstate urban), while 41.3 percent of rural 
respondents reported working 0-20 hours a week and only 33.3 percent reported working 20-40 hours. In 2007, those numbers 
were substantially different for rural respondents, as only 8.1 percent reported working 1-20 hours a week. The reason that the 
2008 figures for working 0-20 hours per week are so much larger than the 2007 figures for working 1-20 hours is that the 2008 
figure includes those not employed (i.e., working 0 hours per week).
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Question: 
In the last four weeks have you looked for new work or a new job? (lkwork)
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Figure 5A: Looking for work, 2007 Table 5A: Looking for work, 2007  
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
No (not looking for work) 27.0% 27.7% 26.0% 25.9%
Yes (looking for work) 5.8 6.3 6.0 3.7
Unable to work  0.8 0.8 0.8 0.9
Already employed  66.4 65.2 67.2 69.5
Not employed  33.5 34.8 32.8 30.5
Table 5B: Looking for work (those who are not employed), 
2008  
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
No (not looking for work) 84.1% 81.8% 85.9% 88.8%
Yes (looking for work) 15.9 18.2 14.1 11.2
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Figure 5B: Looking for work (those who are not 
employed), 2008
Among all groups, more respondents reported in 2008 that they had looked for new work than in 2007, but that is because 
the question was worded differently in the two consecutive years. In 2007, respondents answered the question even if they 
were already employed (and thus not looking for work), whereas in 2008 only those who were not employed were able to 
answer the question. In 2008, of those who were not currently employed, downstate urban respondents were most likely 
to be looking for work, (18.2 percent) followed by upstate urban respondents at 14.1 percent and rural respondents (11.2 
percent). 
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Question: 
How long have you lived at your current residence? (lvdres)
Table 6A: Number of years living in current residence, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
less than 1 year  4.7% 4.1% 7.6% 4.2%
1 - 5 years  27.2 24.9 33.2 27.4
6 - 10 years  22.3 25.4 16.0 19.1
11 - 20 years  22.8 23.1 21.6 23.7
more than 20 years  22.9 22.6 21.6 25.7
Table 6B: Number of years living in current residence, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0–5 years 34.8% 35.4% 35.9% 30.6%
6–10 years  20.7 21.0 20.3 18.5
11–15 years 12.0 12.4 12.2 11.2
16–20 years  9.0 7.8 11.0 11.4
21–25 years  6.4 6.1 7.2 7.3
26–30 years 6.6 6.8 5.9 6.9
31+ years 10.5 10.6 7.6 14.0
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Figure 6A: Number of years living in current residence, 
2007
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Figure 6B: Number of years living in current residence, 
2008
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In 2008, about a third of all respondents reported living at their current residence for between 0-5 years (35.9 percent of 
upstate urban, 35.4 percent of downstate urban and 30.6 percent of rural) in 2008. Those percentages were slightly lower 
than 2007 numbers, which were 40.8 percent for upstate urban and 31.6 percent for rural, but higher than downstate urban 
respondents (29 percent), when adding the figures for “less than one year” and “1-5 years” together to be comparable to the 
2008 category of “0-5 years”. Rural respondents were more likely to have lived in their current residence more than 30 years 
in 2008 (14 percent of rural, versus 10.6 percent of downstate urban and 7.6 percent of upstate urban.)
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Question: 
How likely is it that you will be living in your current residence five years from now? If unlikely to stay, why will you 
leave? (mvres)
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Figure 7A: Likelihood of being in the same residence in
the next 5 years, 2007
Very likely 
Somewhat likely
Somewhat unlikely
Very unlikely
0
20
40
60
80
100
NY State Downstate
Urban
Upstate
Urban
Rural
pe
rc
en
t
Figure 7B: Likelihood of being in the same residence in
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Table 7A:  Likelihood of being in the same residence in the 
next 5 years, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very unlikely 23.2% 25.6% 25.6% 12.7%
Somewhat unlikely 10.8 12.4 9.2 7.2
Somewhat likely   14.1 14.0 14.0 15.8
Very likely 49.5 45.2 48.0 63.6
Table 7B:  Likelihood of being in the same residence in the 
next 5 years, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very unlikely 21.7% 26.4% 17.0% 12.1%
Somewhat unlikely 9.8 11.3 9.4 5.6
Somewhat likely   16.1 16.0 14.9 17.3
Very likely 52.4 46.3 58.7 65.0
In both 2007 and 2008, rural respondents were most likely to indicate they would live in the same residence in the next 
five years (65 percent in 2008 and 63.6 percent in 2007). Upstate urban and downstate urban respondents also thought it 
“very likely” that they would stay in the same residence, but in smaller percentages (58.7 percent of upstate urban and 46.3 
percent of downstate urban in 2008 and 48 percent of upstate urban and 45.2 percent of downstate urban in 2007). In 2007, 
more than one-fourth of upstate and downstate urban respondents felt it was “very unlikely” they would be at the same 
address in five years (25.6 percent of both downstate and upstate urban respondents). Those numbers changed for upstate 
urban respondents between 2007 and 2008 ( to 17 percent from 25.6 percent in 2007), but remained similar for downstate 
urban respondents. Relatively few rural respondents felt it “very unlikely” they would be at a different address in five years 
(12.7 percent in 2007 and 12.1 percent in 2008).
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Question: 
If you leave your current residence, how likely are you to stay in New York State? (stynys)
Table 8A:  Likelihood of staying in New York State, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very unlikely 8.0% 8.4% 9.6% 5.0%
Somewhat unlikely 2.3 2.3 3.2 1.3
Somewhat likely   5.4 6.3 4.0 3.3
Very likely 19.8 22.6 20.0 10.3
Not leaving current residence 63.4 59.1 62.0 79.6
Table 8B:  Likelihood of staying in New York State (if leav-
ing current residence in next 5 years), 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very unlikely 17.2% 21.3% 20.6% 82.5%
Somewhat unlikely 9.6 14.7 6.3 1.5
Somewhat likely   12.5 14.7 22.2 3.9
Very likely 38.5 49.3 50.8 12.2
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Figure 8A: Likelihood of staying in New York State, 2007
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Figure 8B: Likelihood of staying in New York State (if 
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Between 2007 and 2008 the wording of this question changed slightly, making direct comparison of the tables difficult.  In 
2007, responses included those who indicated they would not leave their current residence. In 2008, only those respondents 
who indicated that they would leave their current residence were then permitted to answer this question. In 2008, most 
downstate and upstate urban respondents reported that it was likely or very likely that they would stay in the state even if 
they moved from their current residence in the next five years, but rural respondents overwhelmingly said they would not 
remain in the state if they moved from their current home (50.8 percent of upstate urban and 49.3 percent of downstate 
urban respondents reported it very likely they would stay in the state, while 82.5 percent of rural respondents reported it 
very unlikely they would stay). In 2007, the results were more standard across all geographic groups, with 22.6 percent of 
downstate urban respondents saying it was very likely they would stay in the state, compared to 20 percent of upstate urban 
respondents and 10.3 percent of rural respondents. And only 5 percent of rural respondents reported it very unlikely they 
would stay in the state, in 2007. 
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Question: 
Are you married, divorced, separated, widowed, or single? (married)
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Figure 9A: Marital status, 2007
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Figure 9B: Marital status, 2008
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In both 2007 and 2008, rural respondents to the Empire State Poll were more likely to be married (62.1 percent in 2007, 
63.7 percent in 2008) and downstate urban respondents more likely to be single (33.5 percent in 2007; 33.9 percent in 
2008). Among upstate urban respondents, 58.1 percent reported being married in 2008, compared to 19.1 percent who 
reported being single.
Table 9A: Marital status, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Married 49.2% 41.4% 60.0% 62.1%
Divorced 12.0 12.7 11.6 9.4
Separated 3.0 3.6 2.0 2.6
Widowed 6.8 6.1 6.8 9.6
Single 26.7 33.5 17.6 15.4
Other  2.0 2.5 1.6 0.9
Table 9B: Marital status, 2008 
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Married 50.9% 44.6% 58.1% 63.7%
Divorced 11.1 10.4 14.4 10.5
Separated  4.1 5.3 2.5 1.9
Widowed 6.2 5.1 5.9 9.5
Single 27.1 33.9 19.1 13.5
Other 0.6 0.8 0.0 0.9
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Question: 
Generally speaking, when it comes to political parties in the United States, how would you best describe yourself? 
(party)
Table 10A: Political affiliation, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strong Democrat 27.9% 36.3% 15.6% 13.2%
Not very strong Democrat 16.1 18.8 14.8 9.0
Independent (close to Democrat) 11.2 10.4 10.4 14.4
Independent (close to Neither) 15.5 13.5 18.4 18.4
Independent (close to Republican) 7.5 4.8 11.2 12.7
Not very strong Republican 7.3 4.1 12.0 13.4
Strong Republican 7.4 5.2 10.0 12.9
Other party  2.6 1.8 4.8 3.1
Table 10B: Political affiliation, 2008 
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strong Democrat 27.9% 34.8% 20.5% 13.8%
Not very strong Democrat 15.1 17.7 11.8 10.9
Independent (close to Democrat) 13.1 14.0 11.8 12.3
Independent (close to Neither) 16.5 12.9 21.8 20.8
Independent (close to Republican) 6.4 4.2 11.8 8.0
Very strong Republican 11.1 9.5 11.4 17.4
Strong Republican 7.9 5.0 7.4 16.1
Other party 2.0 1.8 3.5 0.7
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Figure 10A: Political aliation, 2007
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Figure 10B: Political aliation, 2008
More than a third of downstate urban respondents reported themselves strong Democrats, (36.3 percent in 2007 and 34.8 
percent in 2008) while upstate urban and rural respondents were more broadly scattered across the political spectrum. Rural 
and upstate urban respondents most often described themselves as independent with no leanings to either the Democrat or 
Republican party. At the same time, 12.9 percent of rural respondents referred to themselves as strong Republicans in 2007 
and 16.1 percent in 2008, while 13.2 percent referred to themselves as strong Democrats in 2007 and 13.8 percent in 2008. 
Among upstate urban respondents, Independent party members with ties to neither party were the slight majority (18.4 
percent in 2007 and 21.8 percent in 2008), followed closely by strong Democrats (15.6 percent in 2007 and 20.5 percent 
in 2008). Only 10 percent of upstate urban respondents referred to themselves as strong Republicans in 2007, as did 7.4 
percent in 2008.
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Question: 
What is the last grade or class that you completed in school? (educ)
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Figure 11A: Education level, 2007
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Figure 11B: Education level, 2008
Table 11A: Education level, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
None, or grade 1–8 1.3% 1.8% 0.4% 0.4%
High school (incomplete) 6.5 8.1 2.4 4.8
High school diploma or GED 19.6 17.8 22.4 23.7
Technical or vocational school  
after high school 3.5 2.8 4.4 4.8
Some college + associate degree 25.6 25.9 26.8 24.3
Bachelor or other 4 year degree 21.9 20.6 22.8 22.6
Post graduate training or  
schooling 21.6 22.8 20.8 18.9
Table 11B: Education level, 2008 
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
None, or grade 1–8 1.3% 1.5% 0.8% 1.1%
High school incomplete 
(Grades 9–11) 6.0 7.1 4.6 3.9
High school graduate 
(Grade 12 or GED certificate) 24.1 23.9 22.8 28.3
Technical, trade, or vocational 
school AFTER high school 3.1 3.0 3.4 3.2
Some college, no 4-year degree 
(including 2yr associate degree) 24.3 22.1 28.3 25.8
College graduate (B.S., B.A., 
or other 4-year degree) 20.9 22.1 19.4 19.5
Post-graduate training or 
professional schooling after college 20.3 20.3 20.7 18.2
Among all geographic respondent groups in both 2007 and 2008, about 40 percent said they had received at least a four-
year college degree, with some reporting postgraduate training or schooling. Among rural respondents, 22.6 reported a 
four-year degree in 2007 and 19.5 percent in 2008, with 18.9 percent reporting postgraduate training in 2007 and 18.2 
percent in 2008. For downstate urban respondents, 20.6 reported attaining a college degree in 2007, 22.1 in 2008, with 22.8 
having postgraduate work in 2007 and 20.1 percent in 2008. 22.8 percent of upstate urban respondents reported having 
college degrees in 2007, as did 19.4 percent of them in 2008. 20.8 of upstate urban respondents reported completing post-
graduate work in 2007, and 20.7 percent did so in 2008. Less than 2 percent of respondents in all groups reported less 
than an eighth grade education. However,  downstate urban respondents reported the highest levels of high-school non-
completion in both years (8.1 percent in 2007 and 7.1 percent in 2008). Rural respondents had the lowest levels of high 
school non-completion in both years (4.8 percent in 2007 and 3.9 percent in 2008).
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Question: 
Are you, yourself, of Hispanic origin or descent, such as Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, or some other Spanish 
background? (hisp)
Table 12A: Hispanic origin or descent, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
No 81.7% 72.8% 93.6% 98.2%
Yes 17.3 25.6 6.0 1.5
Table 12B: Hispanic origin or descent, 2008 
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
No 86.5% 80.5% 94.0% 98.5%
Yes 13.5 19.5 6.0 1.5
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Figure 12A: Hispanic origin or descent, 2007
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Figure 12B: Hispanic origin or descent, 2008
In both 2007 and 2008, more downstate urban respondents were of Hispanic origin or descent (25.6 percent in 2007, 19.5 
percent in 2008) than rural (1.5 percent both years) or upstate urban respondents (6 percent both years).
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Question: 
What best describes your race? (race)
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Figure 13A: Race, 2007
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Figure 13B: Race, 2008
Table 13A: Race, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
White or Caucasian 61.1% 40.9% 92.0% 94.7%
Black or African-American 19.5 30.5 2.8 1.1
American Indian, Aleut, Eskimo 1.7 2.3 0.8 0.9
Asian or Pacific Islander 2.9 4.3 0.8 0.7
Other race 12.5 18.8 2.8 2.0
Table 13B: Race, 2008 
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
White or Caucasian 64.7% 48.2% 87.1% 96.3%
Black or African-American 21.8 32.6 7.3 0.4
American Indian, Aluet, Eskimo 1.7 1.8 1.3 1.7
Asian or Pacific Islander 3.7 5.7 0.9 0.2
Something else 8.1 11.7 3.4 1.3
Downstate urban respondents had the most racial diversity among all geographic groups, in both 2007 and 2008. Among 
downstate urban respondents, 40.9 identified themselves as white or Caucasian in 2007, 48.2 percent in 2008; 30.5 percent 
of downstate urban respondents identified themselves as black or African-American in 2007, 32.6 percent in 2008; and 
25.4 percent of downstate urban respondents identified themselves as American Indian, Asian or another race in 2007, 19.2 
percent in 2008. Among rural respondents, 94.7 percent and 96.3 percent identified themselves as white in 2007 and 2008, 
respectively, while 92 percent and 87.1 percent of upstate urban respondents identified themselves as white or caucasian.
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Question: 
What is your religious preference? Is it Protestant, Catholic, Christian Orthodox, Jewish, Muslim, some other religion, 
or no religion (relig)
Table 14A: Religious Affiliation, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Protestant 33.4% 30.2% 34.0% 42.8%
Catholic 34.4 34.3 38.4 32.0
Christian Orthodox 4.7 5.3 4.8 2.9
Jewish 6.4 8.9 3.2 1.8
Muslim 0.8 1.3 0.4 0.0
Other Non-Christian religion 3.6 3.8 4.0 2.9
No religion/Atheist/Agnostic 14.1 12.9 14.4 16.7
Table 14B: Religious Affiliation, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Protestant 33.4% 30.5% 34.6% 41.3%
Catholic 36.6 34.9 41.9 35.5
Christian Orthodox 4.1 5.2 2.1 2.6
Jewish 7.3 10.7 2.6 1.3
Muslim 0.6 0.8 0.4 0.2
Other Non-Christian religion 1.9 1.8 2.6 1.5
No religion/Atheist/Agnostic 16.1 16.1 15.8 17.4
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Figure 14A: Religious Aliation, 2007
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Figure 14B: Religious Aliation, 2008
A majority of respondents described themselves as Protestant or Catholic, with those two religions accounting for 74.8 
percent of rural respondents, 72.4 percent of upstate urban respondents and 64.5 percent of downstate urban respondents 
in 2007. The numbers are very similar in 2008. 16.7 percent of rural respondents, 14.4 percent of upstate urban respondents 
and 12.9 percent of downstate urban respondents said they did not identify with a religion or were atheist or agnostic in 
2007, with 2008 numbers being rather similar. Downstate urban respondents were more likely to self-identify as being 
Christian Orthodox, Jewish, Muslim or followers of another non-Christian religion.
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Question: 
How many total people (including yourself) aged 65+ are in your household? (hhsize@a)
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Figure 15A: Number of Adults 65+ in Household, 2007
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Figure 15B: Number of Adults 65+ in Household, 2008
Table 15A: Number of Adults 65+ in Household, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0 73.2% 70.6% 75.2% 79.4%
1 18.3 20.8 15.6 12.5
2 7.3 6.9 8.8 7.7
3 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.2
4 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0
7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2
9 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0
Table 15B: Number of Adults 65+ in Household, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0 70.5% 70.5% 70.0% 71.0%
1 19.7 21.4 16.9 18.1
2 9.1 7.9 11.4 9.9
3 0.7 0.3 1.7 1.1
Downstate urban respondents reported a slightly higher percentage of households with adults 65 and older than rural or 
upstate urban households in 2007. Downstate urban households with at least one adult over 65 accounted for 28.8 percent 
of such respondents, compared to 24.8 percent in upstate urban and 20.6 percent in rural households. Downstate urban 
households were also more likely to have three or more older adults (1.1 percent of downstate urban, versus .4 percent of 
upstate urban and .4 percent of rural.)
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Question: 
How many total people (including yourself) ages 18-64 are in your household? (hhsize@b)
Table 16A: Number of Adults 18–64 in Household, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0 13.9% 13.7% 16.0% 12.9%
1 21.9 22.8 22.4 19.7
2 42.4 38.6 50.4 46.1
3 12.8 14.0 8.8 13.2
4 6.6 8.1 3.2 5.5
5 1.3 1.3 0.8 2.0
6 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0
7 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.2
Table 16B: Number of Adults 18–64 in Household, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0 15.6% 13.7% 17.0% 19.8%
1 23.9 26.2 23.4 17.5
2 37.0 35.1 38.3 42.9
3 14.0 14.5 13.6 13.6
4 6.6 6.6 6.4 5.6
5 1.6 1.8 0.9 0.4
6 1.2 1.8 0.4 0.2
7 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0
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Figure 16A: Number of Adults 18–64 in Household, 2007
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Figure 16B: Number of Adults 18–64 in Household, 2008
For both 2007 and 2008, the most common number of adults age 18-64 in a respondent’s household was two for all 
geographic groups, followed by one. Less than 10 percent of respondent households contained more than three adults in 
this age group. Upstate urban and rural respondents most commonly had two adults age 18-64 in the household (50.4 
percent for upstate urban in 2007 and 38.3 percent for 2008; 46.1 percent for rural respondents in 2007, 42.9 percent in 
2008) Downstate urban respondents followed with 38.6 percent in 2007 and 35.1 percent in 2008. Respondent households 
with one adult age 18-64 were slightly more common among downstate urban respondents in 2008 (26.2 percent versus 
23.4 percent for upstate urban and 17.5 percent for rural respondents).
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Question: 
Children (under 18) (hhsize@c)
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Figure 17A: Number of Children (under 18) in 
Household, 2007
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Figure 17B: Number of Children (under 18) in 
Household, 2008
Table 17A: Number of Children (under 18) in Household, 
2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0 58.7% 57.4% 62.4% 59.0%
1 19.4 21.8 14.8 16.4
2 13.2 12.2 13.2 16.9
3 5.5 5.1 7.2 4.8
4 1.6 1.8 1.2 1.8
5 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.9
6 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0
7 0.4 0.3 0.8 0.0
Table 17B: Number of Children (under 18) in Household, 
2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0 62.1% 61.7% 59.6% 65.8%
1 15.5 16.3 15.7 13.1
2 14.0 13.3 15.7 13.8
3 5.4 5.6 5.5 4.5
4 1.6 1.3 2.6 1.9
5 1.4 1.0 0.4 0.6
For households with children, having one or two children was the most common, for all geographic groups and across 
both years. Differences among groups were small, ranging from 21.8 percent of downstate urban households with one child 
in 2007, compared to 16.4 percent of rural households and 14.8 percent of upstate urban households with one child for 
the same year. In 2008, 15.7 percent of upstate urban households had two children, compared with 13.8 percent of rural 
households and 13.3 percent of downstate urban households. Still, most households reported having no children under 18 
(65.8 percent of rural households in 2008, 61.7 percent of downstate urban households and 59.6 percent of upstate urban 
households).
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Question: 
Gender (gender)
Table 18A: Gender, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Male 47.7% 46.7% 50.4% 46.9%
Female 52.3 53.3 49.6 53.1
Table 18B: Gender, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Male 46.6% 46.5% 46.4% 48.6%
Female 53.4 53.5 53.6 51.4
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Figure 18A: Gender, 2007
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Figure 18B: Gender, 2008
Female respondents to the Empire State Poll outnumbered males in all but one geographic region in 2007 and 2008. About 
50.4 percent of upstate urban respondents were male and 49.6 percent were female in the 2007 Empire State Poll. In 2008 
46.7 percent of downstate urban respondents were male and 53.3 percent were female. In 2007 over 53 percent of rural 
respondents were female and 46.9 percent were male while in 2008 the split between male and female respondents was 
fairly even.
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Question: 
For the following statements, please indicate whether you agree, disagree, or are undecided.  
Neighborliness and friendliness are more characteristic of rural areas than other areas. (RBQ01@a)
Question: 
Rural communities provide few opportunities for new experiences. (RBQ01@b)
Perceptions of Rural and Urban Life*
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Figure 19: Neighborliness and friendliness are more 
characteristic of rural areas than other areas, 
2008
Table 19: Neighborliness and friendliness are more  
characteristics of rural areas than other areas, 
2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 30.0% 27.8% 29.6% 40.3%
Somewhat agree 32.2 30.1 32.6 36.9
Neutral 8.8 8.5 10.4 8.4
Somewhat disagree 19.5 22.4 20.0 9.7
Strongly disagree 9.5 11.3 7.4 4.7
Table 20: Rural communities provide few opportunities for 
new experiences, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 15.5% 16.8% 11.6% 14.9%
Somewhat agree 38.4 39.6 36.1 34.4
Neutral 8.8 9.8 7.3 7.4
Somewhat disagree 26.8 26.2 28.8 28.4
Strongly disagree 10.5 7.5 16.3 14.9
Rural respondents were most likely to agree with the statement that neighborliness and friendliness are more characteristic 
of rural areas than other areas (40.3 percent of rural respondents strongly agree, compared with 29.6 percent of upstate 
urban and 27.8 percent of downstate urban respondents.) Downstate urban respondents most strongly disagreed with this 
statement (11.3 percent of downstate urban, 7.4 percent of upstate urban and 4.7 percent of rural respondents).
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Figure 20: Rural communities provide few opportunities 
for new experiences, 2008
More that 50 percent of respondents (53.9 percent) agreed that rural communities provide few opportunities for new 
experiences, and downstate urban respondents were most likely (65.4 percent) to feel this way, while urban upstate 
respondents were least likely to agree (47.7 percent).
* The following ten questions in this section were submitted to the Empire State Poll by Robin M. Blakely and David L. Brown of CaRDI and the Department of 
Development Sociology. See the Appendix, page 54, for a short CaRDI publication featuring these data.
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Question: 
Urban living is complex, fast paced and stressful. (RBQ01@c)
Question: 
Rural life is monotonous and boring. (RBQ01@d)
Table 21: Urban living is complex, fast paced and stressful, 
2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 36.9% 43.2% 26.1% 29.7%
Somewhat agree 35.7 33.5 37.6 37.3
Neutral 5.7 3.8 8.5 9.2
Somewhat disagree 14.9 12.3 20.9 17.7
Strongly disagree 6.8 7.2 6.8 6.1
Table 22: Rural life is monotonous and boring, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 9.8% 13.1% 4.3% 3.4%
Somewhat agree 22.1 25.3 20.1 13.1
Neutral 6.4 7.7 5.1 3.4
Somewhat disagree 32.1 31.4 35.9 30.3
Strongly disagree 29.6 22.4 34.6 49.8
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Figure 21: Urban living is complex, fast paced and 
stressful, 2008
A majority of respondents in all groups agreed that “urban living is complex, fast paced and stressful,” with 76.7 percent of 
downstate urban respondents somewhat or strongly agreeing, compared with 67 percent of rural respondents and 60.7 percent 
of upstate urban respondents. Upstate urban respondents were most likely to disagree with this statement (27.7 percent).
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Figure 22: Rural life is monotonous and boring, 2008
A majority of respondents across all groups disagreed with the statement that “rural life is monotonous and boring,” 
with nearly half (49.8 percent) of rural respondents strongly disagreeing and another 30.3 percent somewhat disagreeing. 
Downstate urban respondents were the most likely to agree with the statement (38.4 percent) and rural respondents least 
likely (16.5 percent).
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Question: 
Because rural life is closer to nature, it is more wholesome. (RBQ01@e)
Question: 
Urban living is too centered on quest for money and status. (RBQ01@f)
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Figure 23: Because rural life is closer to nature, it is more 
wholesome, 2008
Table 23: Because rural life is closer to nature, it is more 
wholesome, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 30.1% 28.5% 24.8% 3.4%
Somewhat agree 34.9 34.1 36.8 13.1
Neutral 6.1 5.4 9.4 3.4
Somewhat disagree 19.4 21.3 20.9 30.3
Strongly disagree 9.6 10.8 8.1 49.8
Table 24: Urban living is too centered on quest for money 
and status, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 23.5% 24.7% 21.9% 22.4%
Somewhat agree 31.6 33.6 26.6 32.5
Neutral 8.8 8.1 9.3 9.7
Somewhat disagree 22.0 19.8 29.1 20.7
Strongly disagree 14.1 13.7 13.1 14.7
A majority of respondents across all three groups agreed with the statement “because rural life is closer to nature, it is 
more wholesome,” with 65 percent of rural respondents. Interestingly, rural respondents were far more likely to   with this 
statement than any other geographic group (80.1 percent). 62.6 percent of downstate urban respondents, and 61.6 percent 
of upstate urban respondents expressing agreement.
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Figure 24: Urban living is too centered on quest for 
money and status, 2008
Downstate urban respondents (58.3 percent) were the most likely to agree with the statement “urban living is too centered 
on quest for money and status” compared to rural respondents (54.9 percent) and upstate urban respondents (48.5 percent).
with the statement “urban living is too centered on quest for money and status.” Upstate urban respondent were the most 
likely to disagree with this statement (42.2 percent).
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Question: 
Rural communities provide few opportunities for the individual to get ahead in life. (RBQ01@g)
Question: 
The relationships among people in urban areas are impersonal and uncaring. (RBQ01@h)
Table 25: Rural communities provide few opportunities for 
the individual to get ahead in life, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 13.0% 14.6% 8.5% 11.9%
Somewhat agree 35.1 37.6 29.1 32.3
Neutral 7.7 8.2 7.7 6.7
Somewhat disagree 28.6 26.6 34.6 28.9
Strongly disagree 15.6 13.0 20.1 20.3
Table 26: The relationships among people in urban areas 
are impersonal and uncaring, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 10.2% 12.5% 5.6% 8.5%
Somewhat agree 26.3 28.0 22.7 23.3
Neutral 7.0 6.1 6.4 11.5
Somewhat disagree 30.9 27.2 39.9 33.9
Strongly disagree 25.4 26.2 25.3 22.8
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Figure 25: Rural communities provide few opportunities 
for the individual to get ahead in life, 2008
Upstate urban respondents (54.7 percent) and rural respondents (49.2 percent) were more likely to disagree with the 
statement “rural communities provide few opportunities for the individual to get ahead in life,” than were downstate urban 
respondents (39.6 percent). Downstate urban respondents were the most likely to agree (52.2 percent).
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Figure 26: The relationships among people in urban 
areas are impersonal and uncaring, 2008
Respondents in all three groups disagreed with the statement, “the relationships among people in urban areas are impersonal 
and uncaring.” Upstate urban respondents (65.2 percent) were most likely to disagree, while downstate urban respondents 
were the least likely to disagree, although a majority did disagree (53.4 percent). Downstate urban respondents (40.5 
percent) were the most likely geographic group to agree with the statement.
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Question: 
Rural life brings out the best in people. (RBQ01@i)
Question: 
Rural families are more close knit and enduring than are other families. (RBQ01@j)
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Figure 27: Rural life brings out the best in people, 2008 Table 27: Rural life brings out the best in people, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 13.8% 13.3% 11.1% 19.8%
Somewhat agree 29.2 26.9 31.2 33.7
Neutral 14.7 13.3 16.7 18.0
Somewhat disagree 30.2 32.3 30.8 22.0
Strongly disagree 12.1 14.1 10.3 6.5
Table 28: Rural families are more close knit and enduring 
than are other families, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly agree 16.1% 15.4% 14.0% 22.3%
Somewhat agree 28.7 27.8 29.4 29.9
Neutral 10.7 9.0 15.3 11.7
Somewhat disagree 27.3 27.0 31.1 23.6
Strongly disagree 17.2 20.8 10.2 12.4
Rural respondents most frequently agreed (53.5 percent) with the statement, “rural life brings out the best in people,” while 
downstate respondents expressed the most disagreement (46.4 percent).
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Figure 28: Rural families are more close knit and 
enduring than are other families, 2008
When read the statement “rural families are closer knit and enduring than are other families,” upstate urban respondents 
were split on whether they agreed or disagreed (43.4 percent of upstate urban somewhat or strongly agreed, while 41.4 
percent somewhat or strongly disagreed). Downstate urban respondents were similarly split, although downstaters were 
slightly more likely to disagree. Among rural respondents, 52.2 percent somewhat or strongly agreed, while 36 percent 
somewhat or strongly disagreed.
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Question: 
First, people often refer to the community in which they live and work. However, the idea of community may mean 
different things to different people. When you refer to your community, what geographic area best describes what 
you mean? (commean)
Table 28A: Meaning of community, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Local neighborhood  34.4% 47.5% 12.8% 12.7%
Village/Town/City 36.6 25.4 52.8 58.8
County/Borough 14.6 16.0 12.4 11.4
Specific NY State region  7.8 4.3 14.0 13.2
Other geographic regions 2.0 1.8 3.2 1.3
Idea of “community”  
has no meaning  2.6 2.8 3.2 1.3
Table 28B: Meaning of community, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Local neighborhood  40.1% 51.6% 24.3% 18.0%
Village/Town/City 35.8 23.8 51.5 59.4
County/Borough 14.4 17.7 8.5 9.0
Specific NY State region  7.0 4.3 11.9 11.2
Other geographic regions 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.1
Idea of “community”  
has no meaning  1.9 1.8 3.0 1.3
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Figure 28B: Meaning of community, 2008 
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In both 2007 and 2008, downstate urban respondents were more likely to think of their community as their local 
neighborhood (47.5 percent in 2007 and 51.6 percent in 2008), while upstate urban and rural respondents were more likely 
to define community as their village, town or city (52.8 percent of upstate urban in 2007 and 51.5 percent in 2008 and 58.8 
percent of rural in 2007 and 59.4 percent in 2008).
*See pages 55-58 in the Appendix for CaRDI publications on this topic.
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Question: 
In your opinion, what do you think is the SINGLE most important issue facing your community as a whole? (comimp)
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Figure 29: In your opinion, what do you think is the 
SINGLE most important issue facing your 
community as a whole? 2008  
Table 29: In your opinion, what do you think is the most 
important issue facing your community as a 
whole? 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Crime  12.1% 15.5% 9.9% 2.5%
Economic Growth 14.7 11.0 19.8 21.3 
(Economy)
Education 9.5 11.8 6.3 5.4
Employment 10.1 7.5 12.6 15.4
Environment 3.6 4.0 2.3 3.8
Health Care 4.5 4.0 6.8 3.8
Housing (affordability/ 
availability 8.0 11.5 1.8 3.4
Immigration 2.0 2.7 0.9 1.1
Land Development 3.5 3.2 4.1 4.1
Local Government 
(accountability/
efficiency 1.3 0.8 1.8 2.5
Municipal Budget 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.9
People leaving the  
community 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.2
Security/threat of 
terrorism 1.3 1.3 1.4 1.4
Taxes 15.1 10.4 24.3 21.7
Other 13.2 15.5 7.7 12.4
Taxes was most frequently identified by upstate urban respondents as the single most important issue facing their 
community as a whole (24.3 percent), followed by economic growth (19.8 percent) and employment (12.6 percent). 
Downstate urbanites felt that crime was most important (15.5 percent), followed by education (11.8 percent), housing 
(11.5 percent) and economic growth (11 percent). Rural respondents also named taxes as the most important issue (21.7 
percent), followed by economic growth (21.3 percent) and employment (15.4 percent).
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Question: 
In your opinion, what do you think is the SINGLE most important issue facing New York State as a whole? (nysimp)
Table 30: In your opinion, what do you think is the SINGLE 
most important issue facing New York State as a 
whole? 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Crime  4.3% 5.8% 2.6% 1.6%
Economic Growth 17.7 16.8 18.0 17.0 
(Economy)
Education 8.4 11.8 3.4 2.5
Employment 14.9 15.2 14.6 15.0
Environment 1.9 1.8 0.9 3.8
Health Care 7.8 7.1 11.2 6.9
Housing (affordability/ 
availability 5.8 8.9 0.4 1.8
Immigration 3.0 3.9 0.9 0.9
Land Development 0.4 0.5 0.0 0.7
Local Government 
(accountability/
efficiency 6.1 4.7 9.4 7.1
Municipal Budget 2.4 2.4 1.7 3.3
People leaving the  
community 0.6 0.0 0.9 2.2
Security/threat of 
terrorism 2.1 3.1 0.9 0.2
Taxes 17.0 9.4 29.2 30.4
Other 7.5 8.4 6.0 6.7
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Figure 30: In your opinion, what do you think is the 
SINGLE most important issue facing New 
York State as a whole? 2008  
When asked about issues facing the state, upstate urban and rural respondents were most likely to name taxes as the 
most important issue (29.2 percent for upstate urban and 30.4 percent for rural). Economic growth was the second most 
frequently identified issued named by both geographic groups (18 percent for upstate urban and 17 percent for rural) and 
employment was the third most frequent response (14.6 percent for upstate urban and 15 percent for rural). Downstate 
urban respondents named economic growth as the most important issue (16.8 percent), but also felt strongly about 
employment (15.2 percent) and education (11.8 percent). 
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Question: 
Every community has good points and bad points about living within it. Thinking about availability, cost, quality, 
and any other considerations important to you, how satisfied or dissatisfied are you with the following aspects of 
your community? 
Are you very dissatisfied, dissatisfied, neither satisfied nor dissatisfied, satisfied or very satisfied with quality of 
public education? (comsts@a)
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Figure 31A: Satisfaction with own community’s quality 
of public education, 2007 
Table 31A: Satisfaction with own community’s quality of 
public education, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very dissatisfied  8.6% 12.2% 3.2% 2.6%
Dissatisfied 18.5 22.8 12.0 10.3
Neither satisfied  
nor dissatisfied 12.0 11.7 15.2 9.4
Satisfied 39.4 36.3 40.4 48.7
Very satisfied 13.2 7.1 22.4 24.8
Idea of “community”  
has no meaning  2.5 2.8 3.2 0.4
Table 31B: Satisfaction with own community’s quality of 
public education, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very dissatisfied  9.9% 13.9% 5.3% 3.3%
Dissatisfied 18.8 23.2 13.2 9.5
Neither satisfied  
nor dissatisfied 12.8 14.4 11.0 9.7
Satisfied 42.2 36.5 47.4 54.7
Very satisfied 16.1 12.0 23.2 22.9
In 2008, rural respondents were the most satisfied with the quality of public education in their community, with 77.6 
percent of respondents satisfied or very satisfied. Upstate urban respondents were second, with 70.6 percent satisfied 
or very satisfied. Among downstate urban respondents, only 48.5 percent said they were satisfied or very satisfied and 
37.1 percent said they were dissatisfied or very dissatisfied. These numbers are consistent with 2007 numbers for rural 
respondents (73.5 percent reported being satisfied or very satisfied) and for downstate urban respondents (43.4 percent 
reported being satisfied or very satisfied) but are higher in 2008 for upstate urban respondents, with 62.8 percent  reporting 
being satisfied or very satisfied in 2007.
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Figure 31B: Satisfaction with own community’s quality 
of public education, 2008 
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Question: 
your local city or town government? (comsts@b)
Table 32A: Satisfaction with own community’s local city or 
town government, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very dissatisfied  7.3% 7.4% 9.2% 4.2%
Dissatisfied 21.7 23.6 19.2 17.3
Neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied 17.1 15.7 16.0 23.2
Satisfied 42.2 41.6 42.4 44.5
Very satisfied 6.0 4.8 8.4 7.5
Community
has no meaning  2.5 2.8 3.2 0.4
Table 32B: Satisfaction with own community’s local city or 
town government, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very dissatisfied  6.0% 6.0% 6.6% 5.2%
Dissatisfied 23.0 25.3 21.1 18.4
Neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied 13.6 14.6 11.9 11.1
Satisfied 51.5 49.6 52.0 57.7
Very satisfied 5.7 4.4 8.4 7.6
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Figure 32A: Satisfaction with own community’s local 
city or town government, 2007 
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Figure 32B: Satisfaction with own community’s local 
city or town government, 2008 
Respondents as a whole were more satisfied with their local city or town governments in 2008 than in 2007. Rural 
respondents were more satisfied in 2008 (65.3 percent) than in 2007 (53 percent). Upstate respondents were also more 
satisfied with their community’s local city or town government in 2008 than in 2007 (60.4 versus 50.8 percent). Downstate 
urban respondents responded 54 percent satisfied or very satisfied in 2008, up from 46.4 percent in 2007.
28             CARDI REPORTS/ISSUE NUMBER 6/DECEMBER 2008
Question: 
Employment (quality and availability)? (comsts@c)
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Figure 33A: Satisfaction with employment (quality and 
availablity of jobs) in the local community, 
2007 
Table 33A: Satisfaction with employment (quality and 
availability of jobs) in the local community, 
2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very dissatisfied  12.4% 10.2% 15.2% 17.3%
Dissatisfied 30.9 28.4 35.6 35.7
Neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied 13.5 12.7 12.0 16.4
Satisfied 30.2 34.5 22.8 23.7
Very satisfied 5.0 5.1 6.0 3.5
Community 
has no meaning  2.5 2.8 3.2 0.4
Table 33B: Satisfaction with employment (quality and 
availability of jobs) in the local community, 
2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very dissatisfied  15.1% 14.1% 16.4% 17.6%
Dissatisfied 31.5 29.3 30.2 40.0
Neither satisfied 
nor dissatisfied 14.3 14.4 15.1 12.7
Satisfied 32.9 35.4 32.4 26.4
Very satisfied 6.0 6.9 5.8 3.3
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Figure 33B: Satisfaction with employment (quality and 
availablity of jobs) in the local community, 
2008 
Rural respondents were less satisfied than downstate urban respondents with the quality and availability of local jobs in 
both 2007 and 2008. In 2007, 53 percent of rural respondents were dissatisfied or very dissatisfied with job availability, 
compared to 57.6 percent in 2008. Only 38.6 percent of downstate urban respondents in 2007 and 43.4 percent in 2008 
were dissatisfied or very dissatisfied. Upstate urban respondents were in the middle, with 50.8 percent dissatisfied or very 
dissatisfied in 2007 and 46.6 percent in 2008.
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Question: 
In your opinion, what do you think is the SINGLE most important issue facing people in New York State today? 
(RBQ1b + RBQ1ar)
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Figure 34: The most important problem facing 
New York, 2007  
Table 34: The most important problem facing New York, 
2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Crime  13.7% 19.0% 7.6% 3.3%
Economic Growth 4.1 1.5 7.6 8.3
Education 9.2 11.5 4.8 6.8
Employment 8.5 6.1 13.2 12.0
Environment 2.3 2.3 2.8 1.5
Health Care 3.2 3.6 2.8 2.4
Housing (affordability/ 
availability 5.7 8.1 0.4 2.0
Immigration (foreign) 1.7 2.5 0.8 0.0
Land Development 6.4 6.1 4.8 9.0
Local Government 
(accountability/
efficiency 2.5 1.8 5.6 1.8
Municipal Budget 0.3 0.0 0.4 1.1
People leaving the  
community 0.2 0.0 0.8 0.2
Security/threat of 
terrorism 1.3 2.0 0.0 0.2
Taxes 15.5 8.9 27.6 25.0
Other 16.9 18.00 12.4 18.6
Community has no
meaning 2.5 2.8 3.2 0.7
Do not know 6.0 5.8 5.2 7.1
Upstate urban and rural respondents were most likely to list taxes as the most important problem facing the state (27.6 
percent for upstate urban and 25 percent for rural), while downstate respondents listed crime as the most important 
issue (19 percent) and “other” issues as a close second (18 percent). Employment also ranked high on the list for upstate 
urban (13.2 percent) and rural (12.1 percent) respondents. Education  ranked next for downstate urban respondents (11.4 
percent).
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Question: 
During the past year, there has been a lot of discussion about immigration to the United States. We want to ask you 
a few questions about immigrants in your community. 
If immigrants settled in your community, how important is it for the city or township you live in to help immigrants 
find affordable housing? (MPQ1)
Immigration Issues*
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Figure 35A: City should help immigrants nd aordable 
housing, 2007 
Table 35A: City should help immigrants find affordable 
housing, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Not at all important 12.8% 9.1% 15.6% 21.7%
Somewhat unimportant 5.7 3.3 7.2 12.9
Neutral 15.5 12.7 20.8 18.9
Somewhat important  25.1 24.4 28.0 23.9
Very important 37.8 46.7 26.4 20.4
Table 35B: City should help immigrants find affordable 
housing, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Not at all important 11.6% 9.1% 13.9% 17.0%
Somewhat unimportant 6.1 4.3 7.6 11.0
Neutral 17.6 13.6 24.5 24.5
Somewhat important  29.5 28.3 32.5 28.8
Very important 34.7 43.7 21.5 18.5
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Figure 35B: City should help immigrants nd aordable 
housing, 2008 
In both 2007 and 2008, a majority of New Yorkers considered it somewhat or very important for their city or town to help 
immigrants find affordable housing. Downstate urban respondents are most likely of all New York State respondents to feel 
this way (71.1 percent in 2007 and 72 percent in 2008), while rural respondents were the least likely (44.3 percent in 2007 
and 47.3 percent in 2008).
*See pages 59-63 for CaRDI publications on this topic. Max J. Pfeffer and Pilar A. Parra submitted questions MPQ1-MPQ4, and Mary Jo Dudley submitted question 
MJQ2.
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Question: 
If immigrants settled in your community, how important is it for the city of township you live in to provide English 
language training for immigrants? (MPQ2)
Table 36A: City should provide English training for  
immigrants, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Not at all important 7.8% 6.6% 7.6% 12.7%
Somewhat unimportant 3.2 3.0 2.8 4.4
Neutral 5.9 5.3 4.8 7.7
Somewhat important  18.9 17.5 21.2 20.2
Very important 63.2 66.8 62.8 52.6
Table 36B: City should provide English training for  
immigrants, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Not at all important 6.2% 4.0% 7.2% 13.1%
Somewhat unimportant 2.6 1.8 3.4 4.7
Neutral 4.1 3.0 4.2 8.2
Somewhat important  19.4 16.4 24.5 25.2
Very important 67.3 74.5 59.5 48.4
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Figure 36A: City should provide English training for 
immigrants, 2007 
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Figure 36B: City should provide English training for 
immigrants, 2008 
In both 2007 and 2008, respondents across New York State, were strongly in agreement that cities and towns should provide 
English training to immigrants. Urban respondents, both upstate and downstate, were most likely to echo this sentiment, 
while rural respondents, while in favor of providing English training for immigrants, were somewhat less supportive.
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Question: 
Do you consider the new immigrants to be an asset, a burden, neither an asset nor a burden, or both an asset and a 
burden to your community? (MPQ3)
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Figure 37A: Immigrants are an asset or a burden to 
community, 2007 
Table 37A: Immigrants are an asset or a burden to  
community, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
An asset 31.9% 37.1% 25.5% 21.7%
A burden 8.9 8.3 10.5 9.5
Neither asset nor burden 19.4 20.0 17.6 17.6
Both an asset and burden 39.8 34.6 46.4 51.2
Table 37B: Immigrants are an asset or a burden to  
community, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
An asset 38.5% 42.4% 33.8% 30.8%
A burden 9.4 8.6 7.6 14.1
Neither asset nor burden 16.4 15.2 16.5 22.2
Both an asset and burden 34.4 32.6 40.1 32.7
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Figure 37B: Immigrants are an asset or a burden to 
community, 2008 
In both 2007 and 2008, New Yorkers in general are more likely to consider new immigrants an asset than a burden, 
although a significant proportion view them as both an asset and a burden. Downstate urban respondents are most likely 
to view immigrants as an asset, while in 2008 rural respondents were most likely to view them as a burden.
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Question: 
Do you personally know any immigrants, aside from relatives? (MPQ4)
Table 38A: Personally know any immigrants, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
No 30.0% 21.6% 38.4% 51.1%
Yes 69.7 78.2 61.2 48.5
Table 38B: Personally know any immigrants, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
No 32.3% 24.5% 40.5% 52.6%
Yes 67.6 75.5 59.1 47.4
NY State Downstate
Urban
Upstate
Urban
Rural
pe
rc
en
t
0
20
40
60
80
100
No
Yes
Figure 38A: Personally know any immigrants, 2007 
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Figure 38B: Personally know any immigrants, 2008 
In both 2007 and 2008, more than two-thirds of New York State respondents reported personally knowing immigrants 
aside from relatives. Downstate urban respondents were the most likely to know immigrants, while rural respondents were 
the least likely, although almost half of rural respondents indicated that they did know immigrants.
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Question: 
There has been a lot of discussion recently about what should happen to undocumented workers currently 
employed in the U.S. Focusing on just NYS farm workers, in your opinion what should happen to undocumented 
farm workers in NYS who have a good employment history? (MJQ2)
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Figure 39: What should happen to undocumented farm 
workers in NYS who have a good 
employment history? 2008 
Table 39: Personally know any immigrants, 2008
    
   Rural NYS
Offered a path to legal citizenship 26.6%
Should be given temporary work permit 52.2
Be deported to their home country 17.4
Other 3.8
More than half (52.2 percent) said that undocumented farm workers with good work histories should be given a temporary 
work permit. Another 26.6 percent said they should be offered a path to legal citizenship, while only 17.4 percent suggested 
they be deported to their home country .
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Question: 
On typical day, how much time are you on the Internet/World Wide Web including sending and receiving email, 
surfing web pages, chatting with others, watching video, blogging, or downloading or sharing files? (int@hours)
Question: 
Where do you access the Internet/World Wide Web most often? Is it at home, work, school, a public library, or 
someplace else? (webloc@a)
Internet Use
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Figure 40: Frequency of internet use (hours daily), 2007 Table 40: Frequency of internet use (daily hours), 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
0 hours  35.8% 34.8% 34.0% 43.2%
1 - 5 hours 48.9 49.0 51.2 43.6
6 - 10 hours 7.0 7.9 5.6 5.7
11 - 24 hours  0.7 0.8 0.8 0.7
No access to internet  7.1 7.1 7.6 6.8
Table 41: Most frequent web access location, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Home  54.36% 54.06% 52.0% 57.02%
Work 20.33 20.05 22.8 19.84
School 1.27 1.52 0.8 0.88
Public library 1.36 1.27 2.8 0.0
Someplace Else  1.72 1.52 1.6 1.75
No internet access or use 7.08 7.11 7.6 6.8
Downstate urban respondents spent the most time on the internet (46.39 percent with 1-5 hours daily and 12.74 percent 
with 6-10 hours), while urban respondents upstate spent the least time (50.15 percent with 0 hours and 38.98 percent with 
1-5 hours). Rural respondents (6.8 percent) and downstate urban respondents (6.73 percent) reported the highest rates of 
not having internet access.
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Figure 41: Most frequent web access location, 2007
Home is the most frequently cited location for accessing the internet, with more than half of all respondents indicating 
this choice. Rural respondents the most likely to log in at home (57 percent). Work was the second most frequently cited 
internet access location for all respondents. Schools and public libraries offer other access points, but in all cases, fewer that 
3 percent of respondents reported using these outlets as their main access location.
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Question: 
Is there a second location where you access the Internet frequently? (webloc@b)
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Figure 42: Second most frequent web access location, 
2007
Table 42: Second most frequent web access location, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Home  16.1% 16.2% 16.4% 15.8%
Work 17.5 17.0 18.8 17.8
School 3.5 4.6 2.0 2.0
Public library 2.9 3.6 2.8 0.9
Someplace Else  2.3 2.8 2.0 1.1
No second place 32.8 31.0 36.4 32.9
No internet access or use 7.1 7.1 7.6 6.8
One-third of respondents indicated that there was no second location for them to access the internet.  Those respondents 
who did indicate a second location to access the internet were fairly evenly split between home and work locations, with 
no significant differences in these choices among the geographic regions.
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Question: 
We are interested in how people are getting along financially these days. Would you say that you (or your 
household) are better off, worse off or just about the same financially as you were a year ago? (finpast)
Table 43A: Personal or household financial situation vs. one 
year ago, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Worse 22.1% 21.6% 24.4% 22.4%
About the same  55.0 56.9 49.2 53.9
Better 22.4 21.1 25.6 23.0
Table 43B: Personal or household financial situation vs. one 
year ago, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Worse 31.9% 29.0% 35.4% 38.6%
About the same  46.1 45.5 48.1 44.0
Better 22.0 25.4 16.5 17.5
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Figure 43A: Personal or household nancial situation vs. 
one year ago, 2007
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Figure 43B: Personal or household nancial situation vs. 
one year ago, 2008
In 2007, about half of the respondents felt that their financial situation was about the same as the year before (56.9 percent 
downstate urban, 53.9 percent rural and 49.2 percent upstate urban). In 2008, these numbers fell slightly.  But there were 
more notable increases for all geographic groups in the percent of people saying their financial situation was worse than a 
year ago (24.4 percent of upstate urban in 2007 compared to 35.4 percent in 2008; 21.6 percent of downstate urban in 2007 
compared to 29 percent in 2008; 22.4 percent of rural in 2007 and 38.6 percent in 2008).
*See page 64 in the Appendix for a CaRDI publication on this topic.
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Question: 
Now looking ahead, do you think that a year from now you (and your household) will be better off financially, worse 
off, or just about the same as now? (finfut)
Better
About the same
Worse
NY State Downstate
Urban
Upstate
Urban
Rural
pe
rc
en
t
0
20
40
60
80
100
Figure 44A: Expectation of personal or household 
nancial situation one year from now, 2007
Table 44A: Expectation of personal or household financial 
situation one year from now, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Worse 11.7% 11.2% 12.4% 13.8%
About the same  46.5 43.1 49.6 53.5
Better 39.4 43.4 34.4 30.9
Table 44B: Expectation of personal or household financial 
situation one year from now, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Worse 19.8% 15.8% 28.8% 24.1%
About the same  47.2 44.7 51.1 51.1
Better 33.1 39.5 20.2 24.8
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Figure 44B: Expectation of personal or household 
nancial situation one year from now, 2008
In 2008, fewer respondents felt their financial situation would improve in the next year than did in 2007. In fact, more people 
thought their situation would become worse, especially for upstate urban respondents (34.4 percent said their financial 
situation would be better in a year in 2007; only 20.2 percent said that in 2008). Still, the percentage of respondents who 
felt their financial situation would be about the same stayed relatively stable over the period. 
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Question: 
Thinking about the economy in New York State as a whole, would you say that OVER THE PAST YEAR the state’s 
economy has gotten better, stayed about the same, or gotten worse? (econpast)
Table 45A: New York State economy over the last year, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Worsened 40.6% 37.1% 47.2% 46.3%
Stayed about the same  35.1 33.0 38.8 39.3
Improved 19.1 24.2 12.0 8.1
Table 45B: New York State economy over the last year, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Worse 68.5% 66.2% 73.0% 72.9%
About the same  25.7 26.2 23.6 24.9
Better 5.8 7.7 3.4 2.2
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Figure 45A: New York State economy over the last year, 
2007
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Figure 45B: New York State economy over the last year, 
2008
In both 2007 and 2008, respondents in all three regions felt the state’s economy had worsened over the previous year, 
but this sentiment was much more marked in 2008 than in 2007. In 2008, 73 percent of upstate urban respondents, 72.9 
percent of rural respondents and 66.2 percent of downstate urban respondents felt that the NYS economy had worsened 
over the previous year. In 2007, those numbers were 47.2, 46.3 and 37.1, respectively. In 2008, very few respondents said 
the economy had improved, with rural respondents being the least likely to feel this way, at 2.2 percent.
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Question: 
What about THE NEXT 12 MONTHS? Do you expect the economy in New York State as a whole, to get better, stay 
about the same, or get worse? (econfut)
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Figure 46A: Expectation for New York State economy in 
the next 12 months, 2007
Table 46A: Expectation for New York State economy in the 
next 12 months, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Worse 26.5% 25.6% 29.6% 27.2%
About the same  36.0 32.7 41.2 41.9
Better 32.0 36.0 26.8 23.9
Table 45B: Expectation for New York State economy in the 
next 12 months, 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Worse 46.2% 42.6% 49.6% 53.1%
About the same  31.9 31.7 32.3 32.7
Better 21.9 25.7 18.1 14.3
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Figure 46B: Expectation for New York State economy in 
the next 12 months, 2008
While about two-thirds of all respondents expected the state economy to stay about the same or get better when surveyed 
in 2007, by 2008 this number hovered around the 50 percent mark. In fact, by 2008, a significant proportion (in some cases 
more than half) of respondents reported that they expected the state economy to worsen over the next year. In 2007, only 
25.6 percent of downstate urban respondents felt the economy would worsen in the next year, compared to 42.6 percent 
in 2008 – those numbers were 27.2 percent for rural respondents in 2007, 53.1 percent in 2008 and 29.6 for upstate urban 
respondents in 2007, 42.6 percent in 2008.
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Question: 
Please tell me which of the following statements most accurately reflects your preference about locally-produced 
foods. (DHQ1)
Table 47A: Importance of buying locally produced food, 
2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
It is not that 
important to me 14.5% 18.8% 9.6% 4.6%
I prefer to purchase it 
if it is convenient to me 40.9 43.4 37.6 36.6
It is important enough 
for me to go out of my 
way to get it  43.4 36.8 51.2 58.3
Table 47B: Importance of buying locally produced food, 
2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
It is not that 
important to me 10.8% 14.2% 6.8% 3.4%
I prefer to purchase it 
if it is convenient to me 44.1 44.8 44.5 37.6
It is important enough 
for me to go out of my 
way to get it  45.1 41.0 48.7 58.9
Local Food & Agriculture*
It is important 
enough for me 
to go out of my 
way to get it
I prefer to 
purchase it if 
it’s convenient 
to me
It is not that 
important to 
me
NY State Downstate
Urban
Upstate
Urban
Rural
pe
rc
en
t
0
20
40
60
80
100
Figure 47A: Importance of buying locally produced food, 
2007
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Figure 47B: Importance of buying locally produced food, 
2008
A majority of rural respondents felt that locally-produced foods were important enough that they would go out of their 
way to purchase them (58.3 percent in 2007 and 58.9 percent in 2008). About half of upstate urbanites felt similarly 
(51.2 percent in 2007 and 48.7 percent in 2008). Downstate urbanites were less likely to go out of their way to buy locally 
produced food (36.8 percent in 2007 and 41 percent in 2008), but 43 to 45 percent indicated that they would purchase such 
food if it were convenient. Among downstate urban respondents, between 14 and 18.8 percent said buying local isn’t that 
important to them, compared to about 6.8 to 9.6 percent upstate urban and 4.6 to 10.8 percent rural.
*See pages 65-67 in the Appendix for CaRDI publications on this topic. Duncan Hilchey and Joe Francis submitted questions DHQ1-DHQ3, and Mary Jo Dudley 
submitted question MJQ4.
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Question: 
The Concord grape juice industry in New York (including farmers and processors) is interested in learning more 
about ways to improve its products. Which ONE of the following would most encourage you to purchase more 
Concord grape juice? (DHQ2)
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Figure 48: Factors that would encourgae New York State 
residents to buy more Concord grape juice, 
2007
Table 48:  Factors that would encourage New York State 
residents to buy more Concord grape juice, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
More health benefit 
information 36.3% 43.9% 24.4% 24.8%
Fewer carbohydrates 
and calories  16.9 15.7 20.8 16.2
Greater availability  8.5 6.1 12.4 12.1
Sustainable farming 
practices 8.9 8.4 10.4 9.4
Other (not listed) 
factors 14.7 14.5 18.4 11.0
Absolutely nothing 9.7 6.6 9.2 21.5
Respondents across all three geographic groups said that having more health information would be the most important 
factor to encourage them to buy more Concord grape juice, with 43.9 percent of downstate urban respondents choosing this 
option, 24.8 percent of rural respondents and 24.4 percent of upstate urban respondents. Other factors that respondents 
said might encourage more purchasing included fewer carbohydrates and calories and greater availability. But a number 
of respondents (21.5 percent rural, 9.2 percent upstate urban and 6.6. percent downstate urban), said there were no factors 
that would cause them to purchase more juice.
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Question: 
Which of the following is your most important consideration in buying fruits and vegetables? (DHQ3)
Table 49A:  Most important consideration in buying fruits 
and vegetables? 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Nutritional value 28.7% 33.5% 21.2% 20.6%
Where it was grown 5.5 3.3 6.8 10.3
Quality 25.6 32.5 42.4 38.6
Safety
(no pesticide residues) 17.7 17.8 16.0 19.5
Ease of preparation 0.9 1.0 1.2 0.2
Price 10.0 9.9 10.8 9.9
Table 49A:  Most important consideration in buying fruits 
and vegetables? 2008
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Nutritional value 24.6% 29.4% 14.1% 18.0%
Where it was grown 7.6 7.6 6.8 9.1
Quality 36.7 30.1 49.1 45.1
Safety
(no pesticide residues) 21.1 22.8 18.8 17.6
Ease of preparation 1.0 1.0 0.4 0.7
Price 9.0 9.1 10.7 9.5
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Figure 49A: Most important consideration in buying 
fruits and vegetables? 2007
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Figure 49B: Most important consideration in buying 
fruits and vegetables? 2008
Nutritional value, quality, and safety were found to be the most important considerations for people in all three geographic 
groups when buying fruits and vegetables. Downstate urban respondents were almost equally concerned with nutritional 
value and quality. Upstate urban and rural respondents looked first for quality and then for nutritional value. Safety (no 
pesticide residue) was the third most important consideration for the entire population. 
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Question: 
Generally speaking, how interested are you in agriculture and/or farm related issues and topics? (MJQ4)
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Figure 50: How interested are you in agriculture and/or 
farm related issues and topics?  2008 
Table 50:  How interested are you in agriculture and/or 
farm related issues and topics? 2008
    
   Rural NYS
Not at all interested 10.7%
Somewhat interested 40.3
Interested 22.3
Very Interested 26.7
While only 10.7 percent of rural New Yorkers reported being “not at all interested” in agriculture and/or farm related issues 
and topics, about 40 percent of rural New Yorkers reported that they were “somewhat interested”. Another 22.3 percent 
indicated being “interested”, while 26.7 percent reported being “very interested.”
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Question: 
First, was there a time in the past twelve months when 
YOU needed to see a doctor but could not? (doctor) (This 
question was asked only of rural respondents)
Question: 
Why could you not see a doctor? Of the reasons below, 
which one most closely matches your reason for not 
seeing a doctor when you needed to? (whynodoc) (This 
question was asked only of rural respondents)
Health Care & Schools*
No
85.7%
14.0%
Yes
Figure 51: Has there been a time in the past 12 months 
when you needed but couldn’t see a doctor?  
2007 
The majority (85.7 percent) of rural respondents were able 
to see a doctor in the past 12 months when they needed to. 
About 14 percent reported not being able to see a doctor 
when they needed to.
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Figure 52: Why could you not see a doctor?  2007 
For the rural respondents who could not see a doctor, 30.2 
percent said it was because they had no health insurance. 
Another 16.3 percent said they couldn’t afford the doctor’s 
visit, while 14 percent said a specialist wasn’t available. For 
32.6 percent of the people responding, other reasons than 
those listed kept them from seeing a doctor.
*See pages 68-70 in the Appendix for CaRDI publications on this topic. John Sipple submitted questions JSQ1-JSQ8.
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Question: 
Do you currently have health insurance, and if yes, who pays for it? (payhlth)
Question: 
How satisfied are you with the primary health care services/opportunities available to children in your community? (JSQ1)
No, I don’t have health
insurance at all
7.3%
44.3%
9.7%
16.7%
21.7%
0.3%
Yes, employer pays for 
health insurance
Medicaid/medicare pays
for health insurance
Yes, I pay for private
health insurance
Yes, it’s paid some 
other way
Do not know
Figure 53: Do you currently have health insurance, and 
if yes, who pays for it?  2007 
Employers paid for health insurance for 44.3 percent of rural 
respondents, with another 21.7 having their insurance paid 
for in some other way. 16.7 percent of rural respondents 
paying for insurance themselves and 7.3 percent of 
respondents reported they had no health insurance.
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Figure 54: Satisfaction with the primary health care 
services for children, 2007
Table 54:  Satisfaction with the primary healthcare services 
for children, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Very dissatisfied  6.4% 7.6% 4.0% 5.3%
Dissatisfied 15.2 17.5 10.4 13.6
Neither satisfied nor 
dissatisfied 13.6 11.7 13.2 19.1
Satisfied 38.5 37.8 41.6 37.1
Very satisfied 14.3 13.5 18.8 12.3
Overall, a majority of respondents were either satisfied or very satisfied with the primary health care services and 
opportunities available to children in their communities. Upstate urban respondents were the most satisfied (60.4 percent 
responded satisfied or very satisfied), while rural respondents were less satisfied (49.4 percent responded satisfied or very 
satisfied). Among downstate urban respondents, 52.3 percent said they were satisfied or very satisfied, but another 25.1 
percent said they were dissatisfied or very dissatisfied.
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Question: 
If primary health care services were available in a clinic inside your local public school, on a scale of 1 to 5 (with 1 being 
not supportive and 5 being very supportive) would you support the use of it for children in your community? (JSQ2)
Question: 
How much do you agree or disagree with the following statements? 
Local public schools are a vital center for community activity. (JSQ3@a)
Table 55: Support clinic in school, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Not supportive at all  8.8% 7.6% 9.2% 12.5%
Unsupportive 4.6 4.3 6.0 4.4
Neutral 12.9 11.7 16.0 13.4
Supportive  22.4 21.6 21.2 26.1
Very supportive  48.3 51.8 43.6 42.1
Table 56: Local public schools are vital for community  
activity, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly disagree  1.9% 2.0% 1.2% 2.4%
Disagree 9.6 11.4 7.6 6.4
 Neither agree nor disagree  8.8 7.4 13.2 8.1
Agree 43.5 44.2 46.4 38.6
 Strongly agree 33.8 32.5 30.4 42.8
Do not know  2.3 2.5 1.2 1.8
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Figure 55: Support clinic in school, 2007
New Yorkers were generally in favor of primary health care services made available in a clinic inside their local public 
school. Downstate urban respondents were most supportive of this concept, followed closely by rural respondents and 
upstate urban respondents.
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Figure 56: Local public schools are vital for community 
activity, 2007
The majority of respondents across the state agreed that public schools are a vital center for community activity. Rural 
respondents were most likely to be in agreement with the statement (81.4 percent) followed by 76.8 percent of upstate 
urban respondents and 76.7 percent of downstate urban respondents.
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Question: 
My local public school and school district leaders effectively partner or collaborate with other agencies in my community 
(for example, social service, economic development, healthcare) (JSQ3@b)
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Figure 57: Local public school leaders work well with 
other agencies, 2007
Table 57: Local public school leaders work well with other 
agencies, 2007
   Downstate Upstate 
 NY State  Urban  Urban Rural 
Strongly disagree  5.6% 5.8% 4.4% 6.4%
Disagree 19.9 21.3 18.0 16.9
Neither agree nor disagree  15.6 12.9 18.4 18.9
Agree 34.1 34.0 38.0 31.1
Strongly agree 6.8 5.8 6.4 11.4
Do not know  18.0 20.1 14.4 15.1
Across all respondent groups, more than 40 percent of respondents agreed or strongly agreed that their public school 
leaders work well with other agencies (44.4 percent upstate urban, 42.5 percent rural and 40.9 percent downstate urban). 
But more than a quarter of downstate urban respondents (27.1 percent) said they disagreed or strongly disagreed with the 
statement.
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Question: 
With whom would you most like to see your local school 
district form a partnership? (JSQ4) (This question was 
asked only of rural respondents)
Question: 
What should be primary goal for such a partnership? 
(JSQ5) (This question was asked only of rural 
respondents)
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Figure 58: With whom should local school district form 
a partnership most? 2007 
Rural respondents felt that a partnership with a college 
or university would be the most beneficial for their local 
school district (40.3 percent) followed by partnerships with 
local businesses (16.3 percent) and health-care agencies 
(11.3 percent).
Rural respondents said the primary goal for a partnership 
between a school and other organizations should be 
improving academic performance (25 percent) followed 
closely by increasing real-world experiences for kids (24.3 
percent). Improving child health and well-being and 
bringing the resources of the community to school were 
other commonly cited goals.
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Figure 59: Primary goal of partnership, 2007 
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Question: 
If it resulted in an increase in academic and after-
school opportunities, how much would you support the 
merging of your local school with that of a school in a 
neighboring town? (JSQ6) (This question was asked only 
of rural respondents)
Question: 
Some schools are offering primary health care services 
to children in school. On a scale of 1 to 5, how supportive 
are you of this? (JSQ7) (This question was asked only of 
rural respondents)
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Figure 61: Support schools oering health care, 2007 
Many rural respondents were very supportive of offering 
primary health care services to children in school (44 
percent). Another 23 percent were supportive and 18 
percent said they were unsupportive or not supportive at 
all.
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Figure 60: Support merging schools, 2007 
About a third of rural respondents were “very supportive” 
of merging their local school with a school in a neighboring 
town, if it would result in an increase in academic and after-
school opportunities (33 percent). Another 20.3 percent 
said they would be supportive, while 24.3 percent said they 
would be not supportive at all or unsupportive.
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Question: 
Whether or not you support the idea in general, what 
is your primary concern about school-based health 
clinics? (JSQ8) (This question was asked only of rural 
respondents)
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Figure 62: Primary concern about school based health, 
2007 
Almost a third of rural respondents said they had no 
concerns about school-based health clinics (29 percent), 
while others said they worried about additional costs (18.7 
percent) or thought that health clinics were not the school’s 
responsibility (16.7 percent).
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Question: 
From which level of government do you feel you get the 
most for your money: federal, state or local? (valtax) 
(This question was asked only of rural respondents)
Question: 
How would you describe your own opinion regarding 
you local government’s mix of taxes and services? Would 
you say you are…(suptax) (This question was asked 
only of rural respondents)
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Figure 63: From which tax do you get the most value 
back? 2007 
Rural respondents felt they received the most for their money 
from their local government (36 percent), followed by 
federal (23.7 percent) and state government (23 percent).
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Figure 64: How supportive are you of local government 
taxes and the services they provide? 2007 
Opinions were split on the question of local government 
services. A similar proportion of rural respondents said they 
were supportive (31.7 percent) and critical (28.3 percent) 
of their local government’s mix of taxes and services. 
Respondents were twice as likely to be “very critical” (9.7 
percent) as “very supportive” (4.7 percent), however. More 
than a fifth of respondents (22.3 percent) had no opinion.
*See page 71 in the Appendix for a CaRDI publication on this topic.
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Question: 
If you are at all critical about your local government’s 
mix of taxes and services, please tell me which of 
the following statements most closely reflects your 
opinion? (whytax) (This question was asked only of rural 
respondents)
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Figure 65: If critical of local taxes % services, why? 2007 
For respondents critical of their local government’s mix of 
taxes and services, the most common reason given was that 
they did not feel that the mix was optimal (36.7 percent). 
Another 22.3 percent said that local taxes are too high, and 
12.7 percent indicated that they felt local tax dollars are 
largely wasted.
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In an increasingly urban nation, why are attitudes about 
rural life important?
Public attitudes aect public policy. When positive attitudes toward rural 
people and communities are prevalent, policies fostering rural life are 
more likely to be on the public agenda and supported. However, given 
that the U.S. is about 80% urban, why should this majority care about 
rural places and people?  For starters, rural areas contain most of our 
nation’s land, water and natural resources, energy generation facilities, 
physical infrastructure and recreation destinations. Most of our nation’s 
food, ber and energy sectors are located in rural areas. And, while 
rural people only comprise about 20% of the US population, this still 
constitutes a sizeable “minority” and a signicant force in state and 
national elections.
Attitudes also inuence our private choices. How people feel about 
rural versus urban areas may be associated with their decisions about 
where to live and work. Collectively, these individual attitudes may 
inuence migration patterns which aect land use, community character, 
and economic development patterns. Where people live has a signicant 
impact on their opportunities and life chances, as well as on their personal 
identities.  
Research on attitudes about rural life
In a recent study, we examined people’s perceptions about particular 
aspects of rural and urban life in New York State in 2008.  is issue has 
not been examined for at least a decade.  Previous research shows that 
rural Americans and rural areas are viewed as worthy of attention in 
public policy (Kellogg, 2001, Roper Association, 1992*). In Pennsylvania, 
Willets et al. (1990) found that regardless of where people lived (urban, 
suburban, or rural), their attitudes were comprised of both pro-rural and 
anti-urban responses, a pairing which can be considered a critique of 
urban life.
Our study revisits the Pennsylvania work. We surveyed 1,100 New 
Yorkers in 2008 via the annual Empire State Poll telephone survey 
conducted by Cornell University. Respondents were presented with a set 
of ten statements that elicited the clearest pro-rural, anti-urban, and anti-
rural sentiments in the previous Pennsylvania research and asked whether 
they agreed or disagreed with the statements.  Survey respondents were 
grouped according to residential place type – upstate urban, downstate 
urban, or rural.  
What are the attitudes in NYS? Do they vary depending 
upon where one lives?
We nd that while the general attitudes in NYS are similar to those found 
in Pennsylvania two decades ago, NYS respondents were oen divided 
depending on the specic sentiment being expressed.  Agreeing with one 
pro-rural sentiment, usually, but not always, meant that a respondent will 
agree with other pro-rural sentiments.  In fact, respondents oen agreed 
with both pro-rural and anti-rural sentiments (especially those reecting 
material conditions), indicating that overall pro-rural attitudes are complex 
and may even be coupled with realistic ideas about rural decits.
In addition, responses are consistent across residential place types 
for some attitudes but not for others.  For example, there is strong 
agreement across New York that “neighborliness and friendliness are 
more characteristic of rural areas.”  However, rural New Yorkers tend to 
disagree (and disagree strongly!) that “because rural life is closer to nature, 
it is more wholesome”, while urban New Yorkers tend to agree with this 
statement (see Figure 1). In general, rural respondents were more likely 
to dier from other New Yorkers in their attitudes about rural areas. 
ey oen take a slightly more negative (and perhaps realistic) view of 
the material aspects of rural life, such as limited economic opportunities, 
than do their urban counterparts. On the other hand, rural respondents 
were the most likely to disagree with the anti-rural sentiment, “Rural 
life is monotonous and boring,” suggesting that rural residents value the 
quality of life aspects of rural living regardless of the material conditions.
   Figure 1: Because Rural Life is Closer to Nature, It is More Wholesome
Source:  2008 Empire State Poll, Cornell University.
Conclusions
We nd that pro-rural and anti-urban attitudes are strong in NYS despite 
high levels of urbanization, but these attitudes are more complex than 
might appear from an overall general or “global” preference question. 
More global attitudes towards rural or urban life can mask dierences 
across specic questions that tap particular dimensions of the broader 
attitude. is suggests that these global attitude measures should be 
avoided in policy prescriptions and future research.
While people are rather consistent in their attitudes, with those who 
hold pro-rural attitudes also tending to hold anti-urban attitudes, many 
people appear to hold both pro- and anti-rural attitudes at the same time. 
is nding suggests that people have a realistic idea about limited rural 
opportunities while still holding positive sentiments about other aspects 
of rural life.  Since attitudes toward rural people and communities can 
aect the public policy process, thoughtful research and policymaking 
will examine who thinks what about rural people and places, and avoid 
over-generalizing. ◆
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Are New Yorkers Satised with the Public Education in their Communities?
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ublic education is viewed by many people as funda-
mental to a democratic, civil, and productive society. 
Community support, public engagement, and adequate 
resources are seen as essential to the success of public edu-
cation (Public Education Network). New Yorkers view edu-
cation as one of the top issues facing their communities (see 
our July Rural New York Minute issue, #7). But how satised 
are New Yorkers with public education in their communi-
ties? Does this support vary across the state?
In the 2007 Empire State Poll, 1,100 New York residents 
were interviewed by telephone on a number of issues and 
topics. Respondents were asked: “Every community has 
good points and bad points about living within it. inking 
about availability, cost, quality, and any other considerations 
important to you, how satised or dissatised are you with 
the public education in your community?” Overall, New 
Yorkers are relatively satised with public education in their 
communities, but this varies signicantly by where people 
live. 
Almost half (49%) of downstate urban respondents re-
port satisfaction (almost 8% are very satised with the public 
education in their communities), though almost 39% report 
being dissatised (with 13% being very dissatised). Rural 
New Yorkers, on the other hand, dier dramatically from 
their downstate urban counterparts. Almost 77% of rural 
New Yorkers interviewed report satisfaction with the public 
education in their communities (with one in four being very 
satised). Only about 12% of rural respondents reported 
dissatisfaction (less than 3% are very dissatised). Upstate 
Urban respondents fall somewhere in between downstate 
urbanites and rural New Yorkers. Just over 67% of upstate 
urban respondents report being satised with their commu-
nities’ public education (24% are very satised), while 16% 
report being dissatised (just over 3% are very dissatised). 
Why do citizens tend to report high or low levels of sat-
isfaction? On the one hand, satisfaction with a public ser-
vice may suggest a belief (based on rsthand information 
or simply reputation) that the school is providing a quality 
education program. On the other hand, reported levels of 
satisfaction may be more a reection of contentment with 
the relative tax burden or quality of local leadership (school 
board and/or Superintendent), rather than a direct assess-
ment of the quality of the educational program oered. If, 
for instance, current levels of taxation and investment in 
one’s local public school are considered reasonable, then 
P overall satisfaction with the schools is oen indicated. Con-versely, in communities with relatively high school tax rates, research has documented that citizens oen report higher 
levels of dissatisfaction. Moreover, researchers have used su-
perintendent turnover and school budget failure as commu-
nity-level indicators of satisfaction with their local school.*  
Despite all the attention on measuring academic growth 
and success, parents oen judge the quality of local schools 
on the availability of extracurricular activities (e.g., band, 
sports, arts). Given the dramatic increase in academic re-
quirements imposed by the New York State Board of Re-
gents and the Federal government through the No Child 
Le Behind legislation, there is evidence that school districts 
are responding by either increasing tax rates to continue to 
support a full academic and extracurricular program, or are 
maintaining level tax eorts and cutting into some of these 
optional extras. Since satisfaction with local education is a 
mixture of local leadership, tax burden, educational pro-
grams, and extracurricular oerings, these responses are 
likely to aect satisfaction levels with community public 
education.
Figure 1: How satised are you with the public education in 
your community?
Source:  2007 Empire State Poll, Survey Research Institute and CaRDI,  
Cornell University
* References available on the CaRDI website
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here is growing evidence of agriculture’s positive impacts on 
rural economies. Indicators such as income and employment 
multipliers help Extension sta, planners and economic devel-
opers make the case for protecting agriculture and for promoting 
agricultural economic development. However, the non-economic 
benets of agriculture for local communities, including recreational 
access, aesthetically-pleasing green space in the countryside, and 
quality of life for residents have received comparatively little atten-
tion. Increased awareness of these benets may help local leaders 
more fully understand the importance of local agriculture, and de-
velop and successfully implement policies and strategies for sustain-
ing agriculture in communities.
Feedback from focus groups
We facilitated a series of focus groups1 to gauge public and agriculture-
industry understandings of a range of possible non-economic benets 
that agriculture provides to local communities. We conducted three 
focus groups in one of each of the following types of counties: rural; 
rapidly suburbanizing; and dominated by a metropolitan area, for a 
total of nine focus group meetings. 
More than 50 people participated. One focus group in each county 
was composed of a random sample of adults without ties to agricul-
ture. Another group was composed of farmers, businesspeople, and 
local farm agency sta nominated by local Cornell Cooperative Exten-
sion sta members to represent agriculture and related organizations 
in their respective counties. e third group was composed of a mix of 
people from these two categories. We began each focus group by ask-
ing participants the following questions: “From your own perspective, 
is having agriculture in your community important to you? For what 
reasons?” We specically told participants that we were interested in 
more than just the economic reasons, and asked the participants to 
post all of their comments under the headings of “social/cultural,” 
“environmental,” and “economic.” We then discussed what these com-
ments meant to the participants. e nine focus groups yielded 338 in-
dividual statements on the importance of local agriculture. ese were 
later coded into the benet themes shown in Table 1.
What are the perceived benets of local agriculture?
e stated non-economic benets of agriculture were wide-ranging, 
including preserving open space (for wildlife and bucolic views), 
providing a buer to development, providing a local source of fresh 
food, and preserving a highly valued heritage and its traditions. e 
most frequent comments fell under the subtheme “provides aesthetic 
benets and open space” and the subtheme “contributes to quality of 
life in the community.” 
T
In the focus group discussion, many participants, especially those 
without ties to agriculture, tended to dierentiate the impacts of ag-
riculture by farm size and articulate the environmental and social 
contributions of small- and medium-scale agriculture. A signicant 
proportion of participants expressed willingness to support family 
farms near where they live, through a variety of public policy initia-
tives such as buy local campaigns, public education, and farmland 
protection. Moreover, language used by the focus group participants 
reects the complexity of attitudes and values people have regarding 
farming (corporate vs. non-corporate; family vs. non-family; large 
vs small; organic vs. conventional; local vs. non-local; industrial vs. 
cra). Non-farm participants tended not to favor farm enterprises 
they perceived to be large and “industrial,” which they characterized 
as having negative environmental and social impacts. ose with this 
view tended to be interested in seeing public policies which support 
“family farms.”
Our focus group results suggest that people in New York hold 
diverse views on agriculture, think that agriculture has many eco-
nomic, social and environmental benets, and that agriculture in 
New York can benet from a large reservoir of support among the 
non-farming population. ▲
*Part II (Issue 17/May 2008) will highlight data from the Empire State Poll on this issue. 
Table 1: What are the reasons having agriculture in your community is 
important to you? 
Focus Group Responses Categorized by Theme and Subthemes
Benet Theme Category Percent
Social/Cultural (143 Comments)
Provides high-quality & local food 29%
Contributes to community & quality of life 25%
Maintains important heritage/tradition/work ethic 22%
Promotes public awareness of importance of agriculture 17%
Contributes to local food security and safety 7%
 100%
Environmental (94 Comments)
Provides aesthetic benets & open space 60%
Agriculture is consistent with environmental ethic & wildre 31%
Agriculture is a clean industry 10%
 100%
Economic (71 Comments)
Provides employment 41%
Supports economy (including local) 38%
Provides tourism benets & opportunities 13%
Contributes taxes & public services 8%
 100%
Other/uninterpretable/adverse impacts (30 Comments)
Total Comments 338
Table 1. Note: e emphasis in the focus groups was on identifying the dierent impacts 
of agriculture. We specied that we were interested in more than just the economic im-
pacts. is table reects the diversity of the responses in the respective categories and 
does not indicate any ranking of importance.
1A focus group is a qualitative  research method which includes posing a research ques-
tion or questions to a selected group of participants and then guiding them through a 
moderated discussion to gather in-depth insights about the topic.
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he character of farming in New York State has evolved, and the 
number of residents deriving their livelihoods directly from 
agriculture has declined to a small fraction of the population. 
However, our survey data suggests almost unanimous agreement 
among upstate New York residents that agriculture is important in 
the state, with more than half of respondents choosing reasons other 
than economic ones.
In last month’s Rural New York Minute (Issue 16/April 2008) we 
discussed the non-economic benets of agriculture for local commu-
nities identied by participants in a series of nine focus groups held 
in three counties in NYS. e focus groups were designed to gauge 
public and agriculture-industry understandings of a range of possible 
non-economic benets that agriculture provides to local communities. 
Our results suggested that people in New York hold diverse views on 
agriculture and believe that agriculture has many economic, social and 
environmental benets. In this month’s issue we report on data gath-
ered from upstate New York State residents in the 2004 Empire State 
Poll in which we examined their opinions on the importance of NYS 
agriculture, and why agriculture might be important to them.
We included two questions in two surveys of New York State resi-
dents conducted by Cornell University’s Survey Research Institute. 
e rst survey was answered by 420 randomly selected respondents 
from the upstate population. e second survey was answered by 200 
rural residents. e second survey was commissioned by the Com-
munity and Rural Development Institute (CaRDI) to compare rural 
residents’ opinions with those of upstate residents in general.
e survey participants were asked “Do you feel having agricul-
ture in New York State is important today?” e virtually unanimous 
response, for both upstate residents and rural residents specically, 
was “yes” (see Figure 1). One hundred ninety seven of the 199 rural 
participants who answered the question said “yes” as did 395 of the 
400 upstate participants. Only one participant in each of the surveys 
T said they “didn’t know.” is nding is consistent with the results of our focus groups reported in last month’s issue.Survey participants were then given a list of possible reasons why 
having agriculture in the state might be important to them. en 
they were asked to choose which of these they thought was most 
important. e most frequently selected reason was that agriculture 
contributes to the economy, chosen by 43% of the 193 rural partic-
ipants and 37% of the 392 upstate participants who answered the 
question (see Figure 2). Nearly 20% of participants in both surveys 
identied agriculture’s role in providing a secure food supply as their 
most important reason, followed by the provision of fresh food. 
Smaller proportions of participants chose preservation of open 
space and rural heritage as their primary reasons that agriculture in 
NYS is important. ese ndings might appear to dier from the 
focus group ndings, but the dierences are most likely due to asking 
Empire State Poll survey participants to limit their response to one 
reason, whereas focus group participants oered an average of about 
six reasons each. Nevertheless, while open space and rural heritage 
issues may be important as indicated by the focus groups, topics 
related to food and economy hold center stage in upstate residents’ 
perceptions of the importance of agriculture. 
Figure 2: The most important reason why having agricul-
ture in the state might be important to you
 
Even though the economic impacts of agriculture tend to be the 
rst to come to many people’s minds, about half of the respondents 
chose one of the non-economic eects as being the most important. 
Identifying and bringing these non-economic considerations into 
discussions of issues along with the economic considerations may be 
important for mobilizing support of local agriculture. ▲ 
* Please see Issue 16/April 2008 for Part I of this 2-part series. A selected bibliography for 
this issue is also available on the CaRDI website.
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Figure 1: Do you feel having agriculture in New York 
State is important today?
Source: 2004 Empire State Poll
Source: 2004 Empire State Poll
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